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SECTION III— REMARKS 



This amendment is submitted in response to the final Office Action mailed Deceir >eT 14, 
2005. Claims 20 and 21 are amended herein, and claims 25-26 are cancelled. Claims 20- y A and 
27-37 remain pending in the application. Applicants respectfully request reconsideratioi of the 
application and allowance of all pending claims in view of the above amendments j id the 
following remarks. 



The Examiner indicated that claims 28-37 are allowed. None of these clai is are 
amended, so they continue to be allowed. 



The Examiner rejected claims 20, 21, 23 and 27 as anticipated under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) 
by U.S. Patent No. 6,368,899 to Featherby et al ("Feather by"). Applicants respectfully submit 
that the Examiner's rejections based on Featherby are rendered moot by the amendment o claim 
20 to include the subject matter previously found in claims 25-26, both of which were r jected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). Claim 20 is discussed below in the section regarding § 103 reje tions. 



The Examiner rejected claims 22 and 24-26 under 35 U,S.C § 103(a) as obvious . i view 
of, and therefore unpatentable over, various combinations of the following refe ences: 
Featherby, U.S. Patent No. 4,843,036 to Schmidt et al ("SchmidT) and U.S. Pate it No. 
6,617,683 to Lebonheur et al ("Lebonheur"). 

The Examiner rejected claims 25-26 as obvious using Featherby in view of Schm dt and 
Lebonheur. Claim 20, as amended, now includes the limitations formerly found in claims 25-26> 
meaning that the rejection of claims 25-26 now applies to claim 20. Applicants respi :tfully 
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traverse the Examiner's rejection. As to claims 25 and 26, subject matter that qualifies « i prior 
art under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) cannot be used to reject claims in an application under 35 L S.C § 
103(a) if, at the time the invention was made, the application and the reference were ov led by 
the same person or entity or subject to an obligation of assignment to the same person oi entity. 
35 U.S.C. § 103(c); MPEP § 706.02(1)(1). In this case, Lebonheur and the present app cation 
were, at the time the claimed invention was made, owned by or subject to an obliga ion of 
assignment to the same entity — Intel Corporation. In view of the common owner; lip of 
Lebonheur and the present application at the time of invention, Lebonhevr cannot be sed to 
reject any claims under § 103(a). Since the Examiner's rejections of claims 25 and 26 ely on 
Lebonheur, the rejection of these claims is overcome by disqualification of the ref rence. 
Applicants therefore submit that claim 20 is in condition for allowance, and respectfully squest 
withdrawal of the rejections and allowance of the claims 

Regarding claims 21-24 and 27, if an independent claim is allowable, then an] claim 
depending therefrom is also allowable. See generally MPEP § 2143.03; In re Fine, 82 ' R2d 
1071 (Fed. Cir. 1988). As discussed above, claim 20 is in condition for allowance. Apj licants 
submit that dependent claims 21-24 and 27 are therefore allowable by virtue of their depe idence 
on an allowable independent claim, as well as by virtue of the features recited i lerein. 
Applicants therefore respectfully request withdrawal of the rejections and allowance o 1 these 
claims. 



Given the above amendments and accompanying remarks, all claims pending in the 
application are in condition for allowance. If the undersigned attorney has overlooked a tc tching 
in any of the cited references that is relevant to allowance of the claims, the Exan ner is 



PAGE 12/13 * RCVD AT 2/13/2006 6:34:1 1 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/33 * DNIS:2738300 * CSID:2062928606 * DURATION (mm-ss):0240 



Conclusion 



P16901D - Amendment B (AF) 
BSTZ Seattle 



-7- 



lemarks 




02/13/2006 16:27 FAX 2062928606 



BSTZ-SEATTLE 



0 013/013 



requested to specifically point out where such teaching may be found. Further, if there re any 
ijafonnalities or questions that can be addressed via telephone, the Examiner is encour; ?ed to 
contact the undersigned attorney at (206) 292-8600. 

Charge Deposit Account 
Please charge our Deposit Account No. 02-2666 for any additional fee(s) that may )e due 
in this matter, and please credit the same deposit account foT any overpayment. 

Respectfully submitted, 

BLAKELY, SOKOLOFF, TAYLOR & ZAFMAN LLP 

Date; 7^^^^/^^^" 

Todd M.Becker 
Attorney for Applicant(s) 
Registration No. 43,487 



Blakely, Sokoloff, Taylor & Zafman LLP 
12400 Wilshire Boulevard, Seventh Floor 
Los Angeles CA 90025-1030 
Phone: 206-292-8600 
Facsimile: 206-292-8606 

Enclosures: Fax Cover Sheet 

Amendment transmittal, in duplicate 
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